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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BAss) (during the vote). Members are
advised that there are 2 minutes re-
maining in this vote.
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Mrs. DAVIS of California changed
her vote from ‘‘yea’ to ‘“‘nay.”

So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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Stated for:

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. Speaker, | missed the
vote on final passage of H.R. 418. Had | been
able, | would have cast a vote in the affirma-
tive as | am a strong proponent of the legisla-
tion and the goals it sets to achieve in reform-
ing immigration policy in our country.

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, | regret that |
had to return to my district last evening and
today. Had | been present, | would have voted
“no” on rollcall 27 and 31. | would have voted
“yes” on rollcall 24, 25, 26, 28, 29, and 30.

——————

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, on February 10,
2005, during rolicall votes 28, 29, 30 and 31,
| had to return to my Congressional district on
an urgent matter and was unavoidably de-
tained. If | had been present, | would have
voted “no” on rollcall votes 28, 29, 30 and
“yea” on rollcall vote 31, final passage.

————

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall votes
Nos. 28, 29, 30 and 31, | was unavoidably de-
tained. Had | been present, | would have
voted: “yea” on rollcall vote No. 28, the Nad-
ler/Meek Amendment, which would strike sec-
tion 101 of the bill which imposes new bur-
dens on persons seeking asylum: “yea” on
rolicall No. 29, the Farr Amendment, which
would strike section 102 of the bill regarding
waivers to expedite construction of physical
barriers and roads along the border; “yea” on
rolicall No. 30, the motion to recommit; and
“no” on rollcall No. 31, final passage of H.R.
418—REAL ID Act of 2005.

———

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

(Mr. HOYER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
my friend, the majority leader, the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY), for
the purposes of informing us of the
schedule.

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for yielding to me.

Mr. Speaker, the House will convene
on Tuesday at 2 p.m. for legislative
business. We will consider several
measures under suspension of the rules.
The final list of those bills will be sent
to Members’ offices at the end of the
week and any votes called for on these
will be rolled to 6:30 p.m.

On Wednesday and Thursday the
House will convene at 10 a.m. We will
likely consider additional legislation
under suspension of the rules, as well
as H.R. 310, the Broadcast Decency En-
forcement Act. In addition, we are
working on the continuity of govern-
ment legislation. It is anticipated to be
similar to H.R. 2844, the Continuity in
Representation Act passed by the
House last year. We hope to move
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quickly and bring that legislation to
the floor next week.

Finally, assuming the other body
passes S. 5, the Class Action Fairness
Act of 2005, in a form identical to what
the Senate Committee on the Judiciary
passed last week, we expect to consider
that legislation next week as well.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for that information. With respect to
the class action, the gentleman indi-
cated, as I understand it, that that bill
has passed the Committee on the Judi-
ciary?

Mr. DELAY. What I was talking
about is, as the gentleman knows, the
Senate is debating that bill as we
speak. If indeed that bill comes out as
it passed by the Senate Committee on
the Judiciary with no amendments,
then we could very well pick up that
bill and just consider it here without
going through committee.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Leader, I know in
the past the gentleman has been very
reluctant to simply take the Senate’s
work product, and I am somewhat
shocked that the gentleman apparently
suggests that process now. I do not
know whether that is going to be a
precedent for the future. But may I ask
the gentleman, is it his contemplation
that it would come directly to the floor
and not go to committee for consider-
ation?

Mr. DELAY. It is a new Congress and
a new Senate, and the work that they
are doing over there, at least the begin-
ning of the work that they are doing
over there, is pretty impressive, par-
ticularly the work they have done on
this very important bill.

We have gone through regular order
on this side of the House in many dif-
ferent steps on this class action issue;
and if the Senate does what I think it
is going to do, yes, we would bring it
straight to the floor and consider it
without committee action.

Mr. HOYER. As the leader knows, we
have been for that process from time to
time when there seemed to be agree-
ment between the two Houses. Obvi-
ously, however, Mr. Leader, as the gen-
tleman knows, what that does is it pre-
cludes Democrats from participating in
committee consideration, offering
amendments in committee to the sub-
ject legislation.

My question to the gentleman is, in
the event that that is done, would the
gentleman bring that to the floor with
an open rule that would allow amend-
ments to be offered as Members see fit
so that we could have some full consid-
eration of that piece of legislation on
the floor of the House of Representa-
tives?

Mr. DELAY. I thank the gentleman
for yielding. As the gentleman knows,
the Committee on Rules will take that
up under consideration and perhaps the
gentleman should contact the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DREIER) on
that question as it relates to this bill.
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